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Mr. Johnny W. Reising 
United States Department of Energy 
Feed Materials Production Center 
P.O. Box 398705 
Cincinnati, Ohio 45239-8705 
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RE: Al,P2 Certification Report 

Dear Mr. Reising: 

The United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) has 
completed ita review of the United States Department of Energy's 
(U.S..DOE) Area 1, Phase 2 (Al,P2) certification report. 

The certification report adequately demonstrates that the area has 
achieved the final remediation levels, and is consistent with other 
certification reports. Therefore, U.S. EPA approves the Al,P2 
certification report. There are a couple minor text changes that 
need to be made to the document, which are enclosed. 

Please contact me at (312) 886-0992 if you have any questions 
regarding this matter. - 

James A .  Saric 
Remedial Pro] ect Manager 
Federal Facilities Section 
SFD Remedial Response Branch #2 

Enclosure 

cc: Tom Schneider, OEPA-SWDO 
Kim Chaney, U.S. DOE-HDQ 
John Bradburne, Fluor Fernald 
Terry Hagen, Fluor Fernald 
Tim Poff, Fluor Fernald 
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TECHNICAL REVIEW COMMENTS ON 
IICERTIFICATION REPORT FOR AREA 1, PHASE 11" 

FERNALD ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT PROJECT . 
SPECIFIC COMMENTS 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  Not applicable (NA) Page # :  ES-1 Line # :  NA 
Original Specific Comment # :  1 
Comment: Paragraph 1 of the Executive Summary states that two 

certification units (CU) cannot be considered llcertified. 'I 

Paragraph 2 then discusses additional remediation activities 
in a 0.4-acre area and states that remediation is now 
complete ins all CUs. The text should be revised to describe 
CU status consistently. 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section #:  3.2.1 Page # :  3-3 Line # :  NA 
Original Specific Comment # :  2 
Comment: Paragraph 2 .discusses water analyses. However, the 

uranium concentration in the sample collected from CU AlP2- 
S3HW-01 is presented as 37 milligrams per kilograin, rather 
than in milligrams per liter. The data should be checked 
and the text revised as necessary. 
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